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NATURAL RESOURCE TRUSTEE COUNCIL MEETING (J. ZEISLOFT, 372-0188)

The Hanford Natural Resource Trustee Council (NRTC) met in Spokane, WA. on
January 9th and 10th. Agenda items of particular interest included the 1100 Area
Preassessment Screen (PAS), the N-Area shoreline remediation and pathway/injury
studies for chromium in the Columbia River. The full NRTC was in attendance,
along with project managers for the 100-HR-3 and NR-1 and NR-2 operable units.

In regards to performance of a PAS in the 1100 Area, the NRTC decided to contract
out the work through a one of the trustee organizations. The contract options
include an IAG with either the U.S Fish & Wildlife (USF&W) or the CTUIR or a DOE-
RL contract with BHI or PNNL. Funding for the PAS will be provided by AME.
Procurement requirements for each option are being researched. The preference
of the NRTC is to develop an IAG with USF&W. The IAG would specify performance
of the PAS in accordance with the Department of Interior damage assessment
regulations, while giving control of the project and final approval authority to
the NRTC. The current goal is to present a draft IAG to the full NRTC at the
February 13, 1997 meeting in Toppenish, WA.

The N-Area shoreline discussion centered around a presentation by the DOE-RL and
Ecology project managers. The presentation addressed the CMS for 100 NR-1 and
NR-2 operable units. As a result of the proximity of waste sites to the river,
all available remediation options for 100-NR-1 and NR-2 involve some degree of
detrimental impact to natural resources. This issue was discussed in detail with
the trustees. As a result of the unavoidable impacts and to fulfill DOE's
obligation to coordinate remediation with the trustees, the project managers
committed to keeping the NRTC informed on the operable unit activities.

USF&W conducted an 8 hour workshop on natural resource pathway and injury
studies. The NRTC is particularly interested in such studies with regard to the
release of chromium to the Columbia River at 100 D/DR and the impact of that
release to salmon. The NRTC is concerned that the proposed pump and treat system
will not address chromium "hot spots" detected by the pore water sampling. The
chromium release constitutes a natural resource injury to the river as defined
by regulation. Given that the selected remedy does not address this injury, the
trustees have the responsibility to negotiate additional remediation or pursue
damages. The first phase in the pursuit of such damages would be the performance
of a PAS.

FEB 0 6 2008

EDMC



U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Performance Report

April 23 - June 7, 1997
Draft Preassessement Screen (PAS) Preparation

Performance Schedule

April 23, 1997 - Interagency Agreement (IAG) filly executed.

April 28, 1997 - Fully executed IAG received by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

May 6-7, 1997 - Toni Davidson participated in a Hanford Site visit with Jamie Zeisloft, Ken
Gano, and Glen Goldberg. Day one included a visit to Rattlesnake Mountain in the Arid Lands
Ecology Reserve (ALE) and the EM-1, EM-2, and EM-3 operable units of the 1100 Area. Day
two was an overview of the 300 Area, 200 Area, and other facilities. Also was a visit to the
northern portion of the ALE.

May 8, 1997 - Work Plan sent to NRTC 1100 Area PAS Working Group Leader, John Carleton.

Pending - Approval of Work Plan by NRTC Working Group.

June 11, 1997 - Bi-monthly Cost (Attachment 1) and Performance Report submitted to NRTC
members at the June meeting.

Ongoing - Preparation of Draft 1 of the PAS. An outline has been developed (Attachment 2).

Deliverables

- Work Plan
- Site visit

Concerns/Issues

1) Confirm name, address, and phone numbers of NRTC Working Group Members to
whom draft PAS is to be sent.

2) Status of Approval of Work Plan

3) Minor revision (editing) to IAG, Attachment B.

4) Need a list of fish, wildlife, and plant species on or adjacent to the Hanford Site



Attachment 2

OUTLINE
DRAFT PREASSESSMENT SCREEN (PAS)

HANFORD 1100 AREA

I. Introduction

Criteria for Proceeding with a full-scale Natural Resource Damage Assessment

II. Discharge or Release of Hazardous Substances

A. Site History and Relevant Operations

1100-EM-1
11 00-EM-2
1 100-EM-3
1100-lu-I

B. Duration and Quantity of Release

1100-EM-1
11 00-EM-2
11 00-EM-3
1100-IU-1

C. Names of Hazardous Substances

D. Potentially Responsible Parties

E. Damages Excluded from Liability Under the Comprehensive Environmental
Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) or the Clean Water
Act (CWA)

III. Natural Resources for Which the Federal, State, and Tribal Governments May
Assert Trusteeship Under CERCLA and Which Have or May Have Been Affected

A. Preliminary Identification of Pathways

1100-EM-1
1100-EM-2
1100-EM-3
100-1U-I



Attachment 2
Continued

B. Exposed Areas

C. Exposed Water Estimates

D. Estimates of Concentrations

E. Potentially Affected Resources

1. Natural Resources

2. Known Injuries to Natural Resources

3. Potential Injuries to Natural Resources

4. Services Provided by Potential andn Injured Natural Resources

5. Potential Injury to Natural Resource Services

IV. References


